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PREFACE

The document has been prepared by the City of San José as the Lead Agency, in conformance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

This EIR provides program-level environmental review appropriate for the adoption of
amendments to the San José 2020 General Plan.

Purpose of the EIR

In accordance with CEQA, this EIR provides objective information regarding the environmental
consequences of the proposed project to the decision makers who will be considering and
reviewing the proposed project. The CEQA Guidelines contain the following general
information on the role of an EIR and its contents:

§15121(a). Informational Document. An EIR is an informational document, which
will inform public agency decision makers, and the public of the significant
environmental effects of a project, identify possible ways to minimize the significant
effects, and describe reasonable alternatives to the project. The public agency shall
consider the information in the EIR, along with other information that may be presented
to the agency.

§15146. Degree of Specificity. The degree of specificity required in an EIR will

correspond to the degree of specificity involved in the underlying activity which is
described in the EIR.

(a) An EIR on a construction project will necessarily be more detailed in the specific
effects of the project than will be an EIR on the adoption of a local general plan
or comprehensive zoning ordinance because the effects of the construction can be
predicted with greater accuracy.

(b) An EIR on a project such as the adoption or amendment of a comprehensive
zoning ordinance or a local general plan should focus on the secondary effects
that can be expected to follow from the adoption or amendment, but the EIR need
not be as detailed as an EIR on the specific construction projects that might
follow. '

§15151. Standards for Adequacy of an EIR. An EIR should be prepared with a
sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision-makers with information that enables
them to make a decision that intelligently considers environmental consequences. An
evaluation of the environmental effects of the proposed project need not be exhaustive,
but the sufficiency of an EIR is to be reviewed in light of what is reasonably feasible.
Disagreement among experts does not make an EIR inadequate, but the EIR should
summarize the main points of disagreement among the experts. The courts have looked
not for perfection, but for adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full
disclosure.

Because this EIR addresses the impacts of amending the General Plan, the specificity of
discussion is appropriate to the level of analysis. No specific development is proposed, no




specific design on particular properties can be identified, and the impacts that are evaluated are
general in nature. Likewise, mitigation can only be characterized in terms of General Plan
policies or other “programmed” mitigation measures, such as conformance with ordinances,

laws, or adopted policies, that would typically be implemented at the time of specific future
development.

§15152. Tiering. (a) “Tiering” refers to using the analysis of general matters contained
in a broader EIR (such as one prepared for a general plan or policy statement) with later
EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects; incorporating by reference the
general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or negative
declaration solely on the issues specific to the later projects.

(b) Agencies are encouraged to tier the environmental analyses which they prepare for
separate but related projects including general plans, zoning changes, and development
projects. This approach can eliminate repetitive discussions of the same issues and focus
the later EIR or negative declaration on the actual issues ripe for decision at each level of
environmental review. Tiering is appropriate when the sequences of analysis is from an
EIR prepared for a general plan, policy or program to an EIR or negative declaration for
another plan, policy, or program of lesser scope, or to a site-specific EIR or negative
declaration. Tiering does not excuse the lead agency from adequately analyzing
reasonably foreseeable significant environmental effects of the project and does not
justify deferring such analysis to a later tier EIR or negative declaration. However, the
level of detail contained in a first tier EIR need not be greater than that of the program,
plan, policy, or ordinance being analyzed.

All documents referenced in this EIR are available for public review in the office of the
Department of Planning, Building, and Code Enforcement, 801 North First Street, Room 400,
San José, California, on weekdays during normal business hours.
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SUMMARY

The proposed project includes 12 specific amendments to the Land Use/Transportation Diagram
of the San José 2020 General Plan in support of the Housing Opprotunities Study Phase III.

The following is a brief summary of significant impacts and mitigation measures addressed
within the body of this EIR. The complete project description and discusion of impacts and
mitigation measures can be found in the Section II of this EIR.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Land Use Impacts

Tall buildings on Sites 1-4 could result in
significant shade and shadow and visual intrusion
impacts to the adjacent single-family
neighborhoods. (Significant Impact)

Development of residential uses on Sites 4, 7, 8,
and 10, and a park on Site 11 could create
significant land use conflicts between the proposed
land uses and existing industrial uses. Residential
uses on Site 10 and Site 2 would also be subject to
impacts from adjacent rail lines. (Significant
Impact)

Locating high density housing on Sites 5 and 6
near elevated roadways could expose future
residents to significant compatibility impacts.
(Significant Impact)

Residential Land Use Policy 22 states that high
density residential and mixed
residential/commercial development located
along transit corridors should be designed to:
create a pleasant walking environment to
encourage pedestrian activity, particularly to the
nearest transit stop; maximize transit usage; allow
residents to conduct routine errands close to their
residence; integrate with surrounding uses to
become a part of the neighborhood rather than an
isolated project; use architectural elements or
themes from the surrounding neighborhood; and
ensure that building scale does not overwhelm the
neighborhood.

Residential Land Use Policy 23 states that new
high-density residential development in Transit-
Oriented Development Corridors should be
designed to protect residents from any potential
conflicts with adjacent land uses.

Urban Design Policy 21 states that, to promote
safety and to minimize noise impacts in
residential and working environments,
development which is proposed adjacent to
railroad lines should be designed to provide the
maximum separation between the rail line and
dwelling units, yards or common open space
areas, offices and other jobs locations, facilities
for the storage of toxic or explosive materials and
the like. To the extent possible areas of
development closest to an adjacent railroad line
should be devoted to parking lots, public streets,
peripheral landscaping, the storage of non-
hazardous materials and so forth.

Urban Design Policy 22 states that design
guidelines adopted by the City Council should be
followed in the design of development projects.

vi



SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Land Use Impacts Continued

See previous page for land use impacts.

Specific policies in the City’s adopted Residential
Design Guidelines are identified as “Other
Programmed Mitigation Measures” and are listed
on page 39 of this DEIR.

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation

Geology and Soils Impacts

Development on any of the 12 sites would be
exposed to seismic impacts and structural damage
from liquefaction and/or weak soils. (Significant
Impact)

Soils and Geologic Conditions Policy 1 states the
City should require soils and geologic review of
development proposals to assess such hazards as
potential seismic hazards, surface ruptures,
liquefaction, landsliding, mud sliding, erosion
and sedimentation in order to determine if these
hazards can be adequately mitigated.

Soils and Geologic Conditions Policy 6 states that
development in areas subject to soils and
geologic hazards should incorporate adequate
mitigation measures.

Earthquake Policy 1 states that the City should
require that all new buildings be designed and
constructed to resist stresses produced by
earthquakes.

Earthquake Policy 3 states that the City should
only approve new development in areas of
identified seismic hazard if such hazard can be
appropriately mitigated.

Earthquake Policy 5 states that the City should
continue to require geotechnical studies for
development proposals; such studies should
determine the actual extent of seismic hazards,
optimum location for structures, the advisability
of special structural requirements, and the
feasibility and desirability of a facility in a
specific location.

Other Programmed Mitigation Measures listed on
page 59 of this DEIR.

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation

vii



SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Hydrology Impacts

Development within the 100-year flood zone
(Sites 2, 4, 5, and 6) could result in exposure of
persons or property to impacts from flooding.
(Significant Impact)

Services and Facilities, Level of Service, Goal 2
states that storm drainage must minimize flooding
on public streets property damage from storm
water.

Services and Facilities, Storm Drainage and
Flood Control, Policy 12 states that new projects
should be designed to minimize potential damage
due to storm waters and flooding to the site and
other properties.

Hazards, Flooding, Policy 1 states that new
development should be designed to provide
protection from potential impacts of flooding
during the “one percent” or “100-year” flood.

Hazards, Flooding, Policy 1 states that new
development should be designed to provide
protection from potential impacts of flooding
during the “one percent” or “100-year” flood.

Hazards, Flooding, Policy 3 states that
designated floodway areas should be preserved
for non-urban uses.

Hazards, Flooding, Policy 7 states that the City
should require new urban development to provide

adequate flood control retention facilities.

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation

Vegetation and Wildlife Impacts

Construction activities near the riparian corridor
could result in the loss of riparian habitat and
special status species. (Significant Impact)

Future development of Site 11, which is directly
adjacent to Los Gatos Creek, could impact the
riparian corridor. (Significant Impact)

Riparian Corridors and Upland Wetlands Policy
1 states that creeks and natural riparian corridors
and upland wetlands should be preserved
whenever possible.

Riparian Corridors and Upland Wetlands Policy
2 states that new public and private development
adjacent to riparian corridors should be consistent
with the provisions of the Riparian Corridor
Policy Study.

Riparian Corridors and Upland Wetlands Policy
3 states that new development within the Urban
Service Area should be set back from the outside
edge of riparian habitat (of the top of back,
whichever is greater) a distance sufficient to
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SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Vegetation and Wildlife Impacts Continued

See previous page for riparian impacts.

Full development under the proposed land use
designations on the 11 project sites that have trees
could result in the removal ordinance sized trees.
(Significant Impact)

buffer the impacts of adjacent human activities and
provide avenues for wildlife dispersal.

Riparian Corridors and Upland Wetlands Policy 4
states that new development should be designed to
protect adjacent riparian corridors from
encroachment of lighting, exotic landscaping,
noise and toxic substances into the riparian zone.

Riparian Corridors and Upland Wetlands Policy 5
states that when disturbances to riparian corridors
and upland wetlands cannot be avoided,
appropriate measures should be required to restore,
or compensate for damage to, the creeks or
riparian corridors.

Urban Forest Policy 2 states development projects
should include the preservation of ordinance-sized,
and other significant trees. Any adverse affect on
the health and longevity of native oaks, ordinance
sized or other significant trees should be avoided
through appropriate design measures and
construction practices. When tree preservation is
not feasible, the project should include appropriate
tree replacement. In support of these policies the
City should: (1) continue to implement the
Heritage Tree program and the Tree Removal
Ordinance, and (2) consider the adoption of Tree
Protection Standards and Tree Removal Mitigation
Guidelines.

Urban Forest Policy 3 states the City should
encourage the maintenance of mature trees on
public and private property as an integral part of
the urban forest. Prior to allowing the removal of
any mature tree, all reasonable measures which
can effectively preserve the tree should be
pursued.

Urban Forest Policy 5 states the City should
encourage the selection of trees appropriate for a
particular urban site. Tree placement should
consider energy saving values, nearby power lines,
and root characteristics.

Urban Forest Policy 6 states trees used for new
planting in urban areas should be selected
primarily from species with low water
requirements.

X



SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Vegetation and Wildlife Impacts (Continued)

See previous page for ordinance tree impacts.

Construction activities near raptor nests could
result in the loss of fertile eggs, nestlings, or nest
abandonment. (Significant Impact)

Removal of mature trees used as nesting sites by
protected raptors would be a significant impact if
trees are removed during the breeding season.
(Significant Impact)

Should Burrowing Owls move onto any of the
project sites prior to construction, individual birds

and/or their eggs could be destroyed. (Significant

Impact)

Urban Design Policy 15 states that in order to
realize the goal of providing street trees along all
residential streets, the City should: (1) continue to
update, as necessary, the master plan for street
trees which identifies approved varieties, (2)
require the planting and maintenance of approved
varieties of street trees as a condition of
development, (3) continue the program for
management and conservation of street trees
which catalogs street tree stock replacement and
rejuvenation needs, (4) Continue to work with
volunteer urban forestry programs (San José
Beautiful/Our Urban Forest) to promote tree
planting and maintenance by residents.

Urban Forest Policy 7 states where appropriate,
trees that benefit urban wildlife species by
providing food or cover should be incorporated
into urban planting.

Other Programmed Mitigation Measures are
listed on page 76 of this DEIR.

Less Than Significant With Mitigation

Hazardous Materials Impacts

Future redevelopment of sites 6, 7, 8, and 11 could
expose future residents, on-site employees, and
construction workers, and occupants of nearby
properties to soils, dust, and/or groundwater
contaminated by fuels, oils, and solvents. Sites 2,
3,4, 5, and 10 have not had any recorded releases,
but future redevelopment of these sites could also
expose future residents, on-site employees, and
construction workers, and occupants of nearby
properties to soils, dust, and/or groundwater
contaminated by fuels, oils, solvents, and/or
pesticides and herbicides. (Significant Impact)

Future development on Sites 2 and 10 could
expose construction workers, future residents, and
other occupants of the sites to soil that is
contaminated with solvents, fuels, oil, pesticides,
and herbicides. (Significant Impact)

Hazardous Materials Policy 1 states that the City
should require proper storage and disposal of
hazardous materials to prevent leakage, potential
explosions, fires, or the escape of harmful gases,
and to prevent individually innocuous materials
from combining to form hazardous substances,
especially at the time of disposal.

Hazardous Materials Policy 3 states that the City
should incorporate soil and groundwater
contamination analysis within the environmental
review process for development proposals. When
contamination is present on a site, the City should
report this information to the appropriate agencies
that regulate the cleanup of toxic contamination.

Water Resources Policy 7 states that the City
shall require the proper construction and




SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Hazardous Materials Impacts Continued

See previous page of hazardous materials impacts.

monitoring for facilities storing hazardous
materials in order to prevent contamination of the
surface water, groundwater, and underlying
aquifers. In furtherance of this policy, design
standards for such facilities should consider high
groundwater tables and/or the potential for
freshwater or saltwater flooding.

Water Resources Policy 8 states that the City
should establish nonpoint source pollution control
measures and programs to adequately control the
discharge of pollutants into the City’s storm
sewers.

Residential Land Use Policy 5 states that
residential development should be allowed in
areas with identified hazards to human habitation
only if these hazards are adequately mitigated.

Industrial Land Use Policy 1 states that industrial
development should incorporate measures to
minimize negative impacts on nearby land uses.

Industrial Land Use Policy 6 states that
expansion and improvement of heavy industrial
uses should incorporate measures to comply with
current anti-pollution and design standards
including the City’s wastewater minimization
program and other pollution reduction programs.

Other Programmed Mitigation Measures are
listed on page 88 of this DEIR.

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation

Cultural Resources Impacts

Sites 1-3, 5, 6, 11, and 12 may contain previously
unknown subsurface prehistoric resources,
including human burials. Future development or
redevelopment that includes excavation or
disturbance of soil on these sites could
substantially change or destroy archaeological
deposits including human remains. (Significant
Impact)

Sites 1-4, and 7-12 may contain unknown
subsurface historic resources. Future development
or redevelopment that includes excavation or

Historic, Archaeological and Cultural Resources
Policy 1 states that because historically or
archaeologically significant sites, structures and
districts are irreplaceable resources, their
preservation should be a key consideration in the
development review process.

Historic, Archaeological and Cultural Resources
Policy 8 states that for proposed development
sites which have been identified as
archaeologically sensitive, the City should require
investigation during the planning process in order

xi



SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Cultural Resources Impacts Continued

disturbance of soil on these sites could
substantially change or destroy archaeological
deposits. In addition, future development or
redevelopment that requires demolition of existing
structures could result in the loss of unidentified
historic structures. (Significant Impact)

to determine whether valuable archaeological
remains may be affected by the project and
should also require that appropriate mitigation
measures be incorporated into the project design.

Historic, Archaeological and Cultural Resources
Policy 9 states that recognizing that Native
American burials may be encountered at
unexpected locations, the City should impose a
requirement on all development permits and
tentative subdivision maps that upon discovery of
such burials during construction, development
activity will cease until professional
archaeological examination and reburial in an
appropriate manner is accomplished.

Other Programmed Mitigation Measures are
listed on page 96 of this DEIR.

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation

Transportation Impacts

The land use changes proposed for Site 2 and
Site 8 individually, Sites 2 and 3 together,
Sites 5 and 6 together, Sites 7-12 together, and
all 12 HOS III GPA sites collectively would
result in significant increases in traffic
congestion. (Significant Impact)

Services and Facilities Level of Service Policy #5
- requires that the minimum overall performance
of City streets during peak travel periods should
be level of service “D”. To meet that goal, the
policy states that development proposals should
be reviewed for their measurable impacts on the
level of service and should be required to provide
appropriate mitigation measures if they have the
potential to reduce the level of service to “D” or
worse. Results of the traffic analysis indicate that
the proposed amendment will add traffic to
streets already identified as operating at
unacceptable levels. According to the general
plan policy and impact criteria, this constitutes a
significant impact. Although there is no
mitigation yet identified, at the time a specific
development application is submitted, a traffic
impact study would identify any current condition
deficiencies that would need to be mitigated to
meet level of service policies. In accordance with
the City’s level of service policy, any impacts
would then have to be mitigated before the
project could be approved.

Transportation Policy # I (Thoroughfares) states
that inter-neighborhood movement of people and

xii



SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURES

Transportation Impacts (Continued)

See previous page for traffic impact. goods should occur on thoroughfares and is
discouraged on neighborhood streets.

Transportation Policy #3 (Thoroughfares) states
that public street right-of-way dedication and
improvements should be required as development
occurs. Ultimate thoroughfare right-of-way
should be no less than the dimensions as shown
on the Land Use/Transportation Diagram except
when a lesser right-of-way will avoid significant
social, neighborhood or environmental impacts
and perform the same traffic movement function.

Transportation Policy #8 (Thoroughfares) states
that vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian safety
should be an important factor in the design of
streets and roadways.

Transportation Policy #9 (Impacts on Local
Neighborhoods) states that neighborhood streets
should be designed to discourage through traffic
and unsafe speeds. If neighborhood streets are
used for through traffic or if they are traveled at
unsafe speeds, law enforcement and traffic
operations techniques should be employed to
mitigate these conditions.

Transportation Policy #11 (Transit Facilities)
states that the City should cooperate with
transportation agencies to achieve the following
objectives for the County’s public transit system:
(1) provide all segments of the City’s population,
including the handicapped, elderly, youth and
economically disadvantaged, with adequate
access to public transit. Public transit should be
designed to be an attractive, convenient,
dependable and safe alternative to the
automobile, and (2) Enhance transit service in
major commute corridors, and provide convenient
transfers between public transit systems and other
modes of travel.

Transportation Policy #16 (Pedestrian Facilities)
states that pedestrian travel should be encouraged
as a viable mode of movement between high
density residential and commercial areas
throughout the City and in activity areas such as
schools, parks, transit stations, and in urban areas,
particularly the Downtown Core Area and
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SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Transportation Impacts Continued

neighborhood business districts by providing safe
and convenient pedestrian facilities.

Transportation Policy #41 (Bicycling) states that
the City should develop a safe, direct, and well-
maintained transportation bicycle network linking
residences, employment centers, schools, parks
and transit facilities and should promote bicycling
as an alternative mode of transportation for
commuting as well as for recreation.

Transportation Policy #42 (Bicycling) states that
bike lanes are considered generally appropriate
on arterial and major collector streets. Right-of-
way requirements for bike lanes should be
considered in conjunction with planning the
major thoroughfares network and in
implementing street improvement projects.

Transportation Policy #43 (Bicycling) states that
priority improvements to the Transportation
Bicycle Network should include: (1) bike routes
linking light rail stations to nearby
neighborhoods, (2) bike paths along designated
trails and pathways corridors, and (3) bike paths
linking residential areas to major employment
centers.

The proposed General Plan amendments would
increase peak direction congestion on at least six
LOS E/F link sets by 1.50 or more, resulting in a
significant impact. Conformance with the
identified General Plan policies alone would not
reduce significant adverse LOS E/F link impacts.

Significant Unavoidable Impact

Air Quality Impacts

The General Plan amendments proposed on these
12 sites would allow construction of more
dwelling units than is reflected in the current
regional Clean Air Plan. Based on the thresholds
of significance adopted by the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District, this will result in a
significant regional air quality impact.
(Significant Impact)

Transportation Goal No. 3 states that the City
shall develop a continuous, safe, accessible,
interconnected high quality pedestrian
environment that promotes walking as a desirable
mode of transportation.

Transportation Thoroughfare Policy 8 states that
vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian safety should
be an important factor in the design of streets and
roadways.
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SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Air Quality Impacts Continued

See previous page for regional air quality impacts.

Transportation Policy 16 (Pedestrian Facilities)
states that pedestrian travel should be encouraged
as a mode of movement between residential and
non-residential areas throughout the City and in
activity areas such as schools, parks, transit
stations, and in urban areas, particularly the
Downtown Core and Frame Areas and
neighborhood business districts by providing
pedestrian facilities that are pleasant, safe, and
accessible to people with disabilities, and
convenient.

Transportation Policy 22 (Pedestrian Facilities)
states that pedestrian pathways and public
sidewalks should provide connectivity between
uses, such as neighborhoods, schools, parks,
libraries, open space, public facilities, shopping
centers, employment centers, and public transit.
A continuous pedestrian facilities network should
include pedestrian connections between
neighborhoods, across natural and man-made
barriers, between dead-end streets, and to trails
and transit.

Transportation Bicycling Policy 41 states that the
City should develop a safe, direct, and well-
maintained transportation bicycle network linking
residences, employment centers, schools, parks
and transit facilities and should promote bicycling
as an alternative mode of transportation for
commuting as well as for recreation.

Transportation Bicycling Policy 42 states that
bike lanes are considered generally appropriate
on arterial and major collector streets. Right-of-
way requirements for bike lanes should be
considered in conjunction with planning the
major thoroughfares network and in
implementing street improvement projects.

Transportation Bicycling Policy 43 states that
priority improvements to the Transportation
Bicycle Network should include: (1) bike routes
linking light rail stations to nearby
neighborhoods, (2) bike paths along designated
trails and pathway corridors, and (3) bike paths
linking residential areas to major employment
areas.
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SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

MITIGATION MEASURES

Air Quality Impacts Continued

See previous page for regional air quality impacts.

Mitigation measures, based on the CAP
Transportation Control Measures, are listed on
page 143 of this DEIR.

Conformance with the identified General Plan
policies will reduce the impacts on regional air
quality. Because the proposed General Plan
amendments will add substantial population not
already reflected in the current regional Clean Air
Plan, the air quality impacts of their approval
would still be considered a significant impact.

Significant Unavoidable Impact

Noise Impacts

Future residential development on 10 of the 12
proposed project sites would be exposed to noise
levels that exceed the City of San José’s noise
exposure goal for residential properties.
(Significant Impact)

Noise generating activities associated with
development of the project sites would temporarily
elevate noise levels in the area surrounding the
project site. (Significant Temporary Impact)

Noise Policy 1 states the City’s acceptable noise
level objectives are 45 LDN as the interior noise
quality level and 76 LDN as the maximum
exterior noise level necessary to avoid significant
adverse health effects. These objectives are
established for the City, recognizing that the
attainment of exterior noise quality levels along
major roadways may not be achieved in the time
frame of this Plan. To achieve the noise
objectives, the City should appropriate site and
building design, building construction and noise
attenuation techniques in new residential
development.

Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for San José
state that outside activity areas should be
permitted if site planning and noise barriers result
in levels of 60 Ly, or less.

Urban Design Policy 18 states that to the extent
feasible, sound attenuation for development along
City streets should be accomplished through the
use of landscaping, setbacks and building design
rather than the use of sound attenuation walls.

Noise Policy 9 states that construction operations
should use available noise suppression devices

and techniques.

Other Programmed Mitigation Measures are
listed on page 149 of this DEIR.

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation
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Cumulative Impacts

The implementation of all 12 of the proposed 12 HOS III General Plan Amendments, in
conjunction with the other pending GPAs, will make a cumulatively considerable contribution to
the existing jobs/housing imbalance in San José and will substantially increase the City’s current
population. (Significant Cumulative Impact)

Implementation of the proposed 12 HOS III GPA’s will have a significant cumulative impact on
public services and facilities. (Significant Cumulative Impact)

The proposed land use changes associated with the HOS III GPA Sites 7-12 and other pending
General Plan Amendments collectively would adversely affect eight sets of links based on the
impact criteria for the LOS E/F link analysis. (Significant Cumulative Impact)

The proposed project will add a substantial number of additional dwelling units not included in
the Clean Air Plan, and will result in the cumulatively significant increase in traffic congestion in
the area. The proposed HOS III land use amendments will cause cumulatively considerable
impacts on regional air quality. (Significant Cumulative Impact)

Please see Section IV., Cumulative Impacts, for a complete discussion of the aforementioned
impacts.

Alternatives to the Proposed Project

A. NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE

The CEQA Guidelines [§15126(d)4] require that an EIR specifically discuss a “no project”
alternative, w<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>